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International Marine Conservation CongressTheMarine Section of the Society for Conservation Biology (SCB)
held the ﬁrst International Marine Conservation Congress (IMCC) in
2009 at George Mason University, Fairfax, VA. The Marine Section
believed that there was a need, and a desire, to get marine conser-
vationists together from around the world and across disciplines to
advance the conservation of the world's oceans. The IMCC was
organized around major topics and cross-cutting issues important
to global and regional marine conservation under the overarching
theme ofMaking Marine Science Matter. By all accounts it was a suc-
cessdmore than 1200 delegates from almost 80 countries, from the
social and natural sciences, from practitioners to policymakers, and
from early to late career professionals attended the congress. A spe-
cial issue highlighting some of the best presentations of the
congress was published (Hines et al., 2011).
To maintain the momentum and to further its inﬂuence on ma-
rine conservation, the Marine Section held the second IMCC in Vic-
toria, Canada, from 14 to 18 May 2011. As was the ﬁrst IMCC, the
second IMCC was organized around regional and global topics to
facilitate making marine science matter for marine conservation.
And as the ﬁrst did, the second IMCC attracted international marine
conservation scientists and practitioners across many disciplines
from around the world.
The third IMCC was held in Glasgow, Scotland, from 14 to 18
August 2014. The overarching theme of this congress, as with all
IMCCs, was Making Marine Science Matter. To accomplish this, the
conference included the following topics of global and regional
interests:
 Food security and the oceans (sustainable ﬁsheries and
aquaculture)
 Marine renewable and non-renewable energy
 Climate, ocean acidiﬁcation, and the changing oceans
 Advancing marine conservation through international treaties
 Effective conservation planning (including EBM and MPAs, cu-
mulative impacts)
 Communicating marine conservation (marine conservation
awareness and outreach, social media)
 Participation in marine conservation science (e.g. citizen and
indigenous science)
 Marine tourism
 Estuary restoration
We also added topics after reviewing proposals and abstracts
and receiving requests from SCB members. These topics included:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2015.09.008
0964-5691/© 2015 Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the C UK marine conservation initiatives
 Impacts of marine oil spills on marine and coastal ecosystems
and ﬁsheries
 Marine conservation and the media
 GMOs and aquaculture
 Future risks posed by marine diseases
 Threats to deep sea ecosystems
 Marine conservation on the high seas
 Educational strategies for marine conservation
New to IMCC3, we asked contributors to propose presentations
that addressed one ormore of the 71most important questions that
need to be answered to advance marine conservation, identiﬁed at
a focus group at IMCC2 and follow-up workshops (Parsons et al.
2014). Remarkably, 71% of submitted abstracts addressed one or
more of these questions.
One of the primary goals of the IMCCs is to simultaneously
communicate important ﬁndings and emerging issues, while also
producing actionable outputs that can advance marine conserva-
tion. Therefore, all proposed session organizers are asked to articu-
late the outputs they hope to produce during their session in their
applications. This includes the standard symposia and workshops,
as well as a session that has become popular at IMCCsdfocus
groups. Focus groups are sessions that consist of multi-
disciplinary teams focused on crafting policy and management rec-
ommendations, brieﬁngs, white papers or peer-reviewed publica-
tions. Combined symposium-focus group double (and sometimes
triple) sessions have become popular at IMCCs. The symposium is
generally used to introduce and begin discussion of a topic with
the subsequent focus group used to develop an output. This combi-
nation has become an effective way tomake marine science matter.
This special issue in Ocean & Coastal Management is a collection
of some of the outputs from symposia, focus groups and
symposium-focus group combinations from IMCC3. Our goal for
this issue is to advance marine conservation by not only communi-
cating some of the most signiﬁcant ﬁndings from IMCC3, but also
stimulating discussion and new research directions in marine con-
servation. To help accomplish this goal, the Marine Section has un-
derwritten open access for this special issue.
The papers collected in this special issue come from multiple
disciplines and approaches to addressing the issues affecting our
oceans. What ties them together is that they address these issues
in new and groundbreaking ways. The ﬁrst paper by Hardesty
et al. (2015) takes a novel approach to dealing with the impactsC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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marize the current understanding of how marine debris, from
adsorbed polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) to anthropogenic litter
and derelict ﬁshing gear, impact wildlife. The authors conclude
with some “ocean optimism” and make recommendations of
how best to address the issue of marine debris. The following pa-
per by New et al. (2015) begins with a discussion of the possible
cumulative and long-term population effects of whale watching
on the behavior and physiology of cetaceans and ends with a pro-
posed “platform from which a uniﬁed approach to [whale-
watching] management can be achieved.” The effects of anthropo-
genic underwater noise on cetaceans is another well-documented
stressor of cetaceans (NRC, 2005; Richardson et al., 1995;
Simmonds et al., 2014; Weilgart, 2007). However, Williams et al.
(2015) shows that this stressor affects a wide range of taxa, from
crustaceans to cetaceans. This study makes a compelling argument
that vast and varied types of anthropogenic noise affect a broad
range of marine taxa and that policy is greatly needed to
set allowable harm limits at the habitat, individual, populations,
and ecosystem level. In the following paper, Shugart-Schmidt
et al. (2015) report on the progress of the “Group of 20” (G20)
countries in protecting their natural resources, using the percent
area protected by “no-take” Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) as
the metric of progress. As one would expect, the answer is not
encouraging. Both New et al. (2015) and Williams et al. (2015) sug-
gest that historical data can provide context and insight into cur-
rent marine conservation issues. Thurstan et al. (2015) expands on
this and demonstrates that even when historical data are limited,
using alternative and unconventional sources of data can provide
information on past trends and novel insights into past ecosystem
dynamics. The authors argue that incorporating historical change
into “mainstream” conservation and management efforts is
possible and doing so can produce more effective conservation
of marine ecosystems.
IMCCs, whilst being built on a foundation of natural science, also
have substantial content that deals with marine policy and man-
agement, communicating marine conservation science, and ways
to better engage with the public, marine stakeholders and
decision-makers. In fact, at IMCC3 in 2014, two-thirds of workshops
and focus groups and one-third of symposia were related to these
latter categories of marine conservation. The next six papers take
a more interdisciplinary and social science approach to marine
conservation.
First, Wright et al. (2015) presents an innovative concept of
“conservation marketing” and discusses how using the same tools
developed by industry to successfully market products could be
used to “sell” marine conservation to the public. The following pa-
per by Leenhardt et al. (2015) explores the challenges of applying
the study of social-ecological systems to resource management
and marine conservation. The authors provide insights on how
social-ecological science can become a decision-support tool for
ocean spatial planning and conservation practice.
While Wright et al. (2015) and Leenhardt et al. (2015) provide
innovative ways to approach marine conservation, it is critical to
communicate and engage the public and relevant stakeholders to
advance marine conservation. Jefferson et al. (2015) discusses the
emerging ﬁeld of public perception research (PPR) and how it can
be applied to advance marine conservation. The following article
by Rose and Parsons (2015) outlines some of the hurdles and pitfalls
that might face marine conservation scientists who try to engage
policymakers, warning that science often takes a back seat in policy
making, but at the same time arguing it is essential that more ma-
rine conservation scientists become advocates for their research.
Cigliano et al. (2015) argue that engaging the public in marine
and coastal conservation research as citizen scientists is not onlyan effective way to engage the public in conservation, but that it
is an effective way to conduct quality and meaningful
conservation-related research. The authors then provide “tool-
boxes” to guide new and existing citizen science projects that aim
to support management and conservation of ocean resources. But
engaging the public is not enough. Thaler and Shiffman (2015)
argue that scientists have an obligation to correct bad science,
fake science and pseudoscience when presented in popular media.
The authors recommend that scientists can take two approaches to
combat misinformation in the popular media: as an audience
builder or as an expert resource.
The oceans are indeed in trouble. The problems are many and
varied and thus the solutions must take multiple approaches,
across disciplines, that engage the public and provide accurate
and actionable information. The articles presented in this special
issue exemplify this. We hope that this issue will contribute to ma-
rine conservation by making marine science matter. Further, we
hope it sets the stage for you, the reader, to attend the 4th Interna-
tional Marine Conservation Congress, in St. John's, Newfoundland
and Labrador, 30 July e 3 August 2016, and help us advance SCB's
mission of “advancing the science and practice of conserving the
Earth's biological diversity.”Acknowledgments
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